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FACSIMILE MEMORANDUM
TO: Ms, Alva Smith
Fax:1-202-219-3923
FROM: Tim Garcie, Treasurcy )

Fax: (505) 820-6107

3 DATE: November 16, 1998 -

‘-! RE: Udnli for Us All Extension Request c.

_J Total number of pages including this page: two (2)

i MESSAGE:

Attached is a copy of the cxtension request etter sent to you on November 10, 1958. Per
your instructions we need {o ask for a specific time framc for this extension request. We are
hereby requesting an extension of fifteen (35) days fiom the date of this correspondence as our
time 1o respond to MUR #4830. We also just received today, November 16, 1998, a new
complaint MUR #4845 which was dated October 28, 1998. We would also formafly request an
additional fifteen (15) day extension to sespond to this Complaint. If you have asy questions,
please call me

CAUTION: The infermalion contalied é this facsimile motsape is corfidentiel and infendad ssloly fur ihe ugs of the individust er wmity vamsd
above. 171he render of this nsessgo ia not the inlended recipicnt, or the employsa or sgont responaibila for Selivaring & to o ingesndad recipisnt, you
&ro boreliy notified that any disssminntion, distrlbution, eopyiug or unauthorized uso of thia communicetion is stristly probibited. 1M yow Rave rooel
Uiia [ncwianile in arror, pleses notify the sesder immodiately by lelephiona, end restim the fecsimils {o t genber 8t 639 albors sl vin the Ukited
Blates Postal Servico, Thunk you.
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a BY TELECOEIER (202-219-3923) AND MAIL <
£

¥ F. Andrew Turley, Esquire s

i Supervisory Attorney =

Central Enforcement Docket
Federal Election Commission
Washington, D.C. 20463

Dear Mr. Turley:
I am writing on behalf of DPr. Edward L. Steinberg, in

response to your letter to him dated October 30th concerning
a Complaint that was filed with the Commission by the Republican
Party of MNew Mexico. The capticn of that Complaint lists
Dr. Steinberg and over 60 other individuals and entities as
respondeni:s (your MUR 4{830).

The Complaint apparently concerns the 1898 primary and
general election campaigns of Tom Udall of Arizona. Although
Dr. Steinberg’s name appears in the caption of the Complaint, the
text of the Complaint does not mention him at all. We therefore

have no idea a&s to why Dr. Steinberg’s name is in the caption, or
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why the ccmplainant thinks Dr. Steinberg violated scme federal
election campaign law.

Dr. Steinberqg made one, $i,000 contribution to
{} ' Mr. Udall’s reeleclion campaign, by check dated September 17,
if 1898, payable to “Tom Udall for Congress.” CObviously, this was
» perfectly lawful. 1Indeed, the complainant’s failure to mention
i: Dr. Steinberg in the text of the Complaint suggests that its

listing him in the caption was intended solely to lersss

Dr. Steinberg, rather than to suggest scriously that he violated

a federal election campaign law. There should be a sanction for

such harassment, because it wastes the Commission’s resources snd
imposes cosis upon the improperly named respondent {(here,
Dr. Steinberqg).

For the foregoing reasons, the Complaint as (o

Very truly yours,
b

frey 1. terman

|
§ Dr. Steinberg should be dismissed forthwith.
|




